David g/20/93 

3456 17 St., 

San Francisco, CA 94110 

Dear David, 

Your sending me you^opy of the Caic/aghan book is a fine, tlioughfful, generous and 
apj:a*eciateVoffQr but If by the time you got this you have not send it, please do. not* 

I ImoH enou^^ about the trash. It is one of the minor, and I moan this, exploita- 
tions and ;/l]atover Callalian may believe or have tallced himself in believ- 

ing and it is beyond ray capabilities to give all of tliem the attention that a decade. ago 
I v/ould have* I enou^ about it froui my friend DaV^e Wrone, V/isconsin (Stevens -^oint) 

historian* Anything to promote it, of course, I v/ould like for file* 

It does distress mo tiiat Paul'Ilock would liavo anything to do with it bufc then £ 
v/hon lie agrood to ho probabDy had no way of kno^ng HUiat would evolved is .^^labby^ care- 
less, uuinfonnod relic of the dim past that is taintdid by the more carej|.ss of 

crude inaccuracies* ' * • 

^ A 

An extra one, for file purposes only,^<huld be welcome* But I v/ill not waste tlie time 
to road it*' The fov; sjimples I have are enough for the book to describe itself* It is not • 
even current on tlie assassination nuttiness* For Callalian not to kno./ even that is his 
ov/n selfpcharactorization to me* 

If as you say tliat it is so chcaj-X anc\rude (you do. not use these^ words) was not his 
intention t^lis. he is arijjigant beyond meaningfal descriotion to have undertaken such a 
project for v/hat I prejjume is a decent advance and then not do the work required to make 
it even a decent compendium of all the misleading, misinformation and generally ^^ong-| 

A * * 

headed disgraces readily aVEiiliible to liim* And of wliich Scott at the least should have 
loio^ about* . ‘ » 

Most of the coVert-action seenarios of which ^ Imow range from amateur childish cop.- 
fiopts of them to utter silliness^ they are alleged to relate to tho ssassination* 

You are fortunate not be have been ^di ted in tho book as you v/ere to Publishers 
V/eekly* 

Qn^Scott, ’and tliis io intended to address liis v/ork, not him^ I made detailed anal- 
yses and conuiientaides on all the abortions in defense of Oliver Stone’s traves^ again 
for l^Lotory only* In the course I did tlij2t v/ith t^e sillinos^TUCICUl'I printed* I sent Lemer 
a copy, with no restrictions as a challenge^oll^t^iose v/ho penned that sv/ill for him* Not • 
a word from any of them, none: from Scott* T^ese guys Just do not Imow what they arc 
talldLnc'V and vjriting about and tliciU^ invent reality often in Justification of the siclaaess 


(f 


they i-ut on pa^r* I can tliinlc of litt 
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writing ostensibly on the subject tliat defames 
v/riters more or serves any natlional interest less* In short, hoi/ever they conceive themr- 
solves, tliey are disinforiuationists* Thct confuse the ui^ople even more and individually 
and collectively they tend to protect the officiai miscreants* But you liave been thoughtful 
and helpful and once again tlianlcs for it. (l hope you v/ere braced!) Thanks again, 


